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RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF INCOMPLETE REPLY 


Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

This is in response to the Notice of Incomplete Reply (Nonpro visional) dated 
February 7, 2005. Being filed herewith are replacement drawings, a copy of the Notice and a 
fee transmittal authorizing charge to a deposit account for a two month extension of time. 
Applicant responds as follows: 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is 
being deposited with the United States Postal 
Service as first class mail in an envelope 
addressed to: Commissioner for Patents, 
P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
onV February 24, 2005 ^ 
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REMARKS 


The drawings filed with the original application, which was electronically filed, 
included no "erasures, . . alterations, overwriting, interlineations, folds, and copy marks" as 
alleged by the Notice. Copies of the drawings that were filed using the electronic filing 
system are attached hereto as Exhibit A. As is apparent, these drawings are free from any 
extraneous markings and in fiiU compliance with Patent Office requirements. It is submitted 
that the hash mark artifacts appearing on the drawings as obtained through PAIR, copies of 
which are attached as Exhibit B, were introduced by the PTO software or some other aspect 
of the PTO process wholly beyond the control of Applicant, the undersigned or any other 
person outside of the Patent Office. Accordingly, it is submitted that Applicant should not be 
penahzed for errors introduced by the PTO electronic filing sofiAvare and it is respectfully 
requested that any extension of time fees be. waived since the drawings as originally filed 
were, in fact, acceptable. 

Being filed herewith are replacement drawings which are identical to the drawings 
that were originally filed, except for the heading at the top of each drawing page, which has 
been added to include the application title and filing information for the application. Again, 
it is emphasized that these drawings are the same as those originally filed, and that the 
drawings as originally filed should have been accepted but for the extraneous markings 
introduced by the PTO electronic filing system. 

Any additional fees should be charged, and any refiinds credited, to the deposit 
account indicated on the Fee Transmittal. 
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